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^jEFA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 6

SITE NUMSEa (to Oo mm 
m Itnmd by Hqj

TX 13757
NOTZ: This fom is complated for asch poteanal hazardous waste site to help set pnonUes for site inspection. The u-.forzation 
subcittod on this fora is based on available records and stay be updated on subsequent forms as a result of additional inqui.-ies 
and on««ita inspections.

SZNERAL IHSTRUCTIOHS: Coaplata Sectiana I and IH through X as completely as possible before Secnon II (Pnliataary 
Aaaeaatneni). File this form in tha Ro^lonai Hazardous Waste Log FUa and submit a copy to- U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency; Sits Tracking System; Hazardous Waata Eaforcenant Task Force (EN-33SX 401 il Sb, SW, Washington, DC 20460.

I. SITE IDEHTIFICATION
A. SITE NAME Woodwdrd Industries aka. 

Tpxaq Wnnd Treating____
B. STREET,for o.h.r tdmntUio.) i.'/ ml . SOUtH Ot U.b.

Hwy ?5Q and 5H ?04
STC- CITY

Nacogdoches
0. STATE
TX

E. ZIP CODE
75?61

F. COUNTY NAME
Nacogdoches

C. OWNER/OP.ERATOR (U Jenownj
1. name

Bill Woodward, Owner
P.O. Box 972 
Nacogdoches, TX 75961

2« reuePHONE NUMasp
409/564-5361

H. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP
I ll. FEOEHAL STATE Qs. COUNTY Qj4 MUNIC'PAL - [^^5 PRIVATE UNKNOWN

1. SITE DESCRIPTION

Wood treating company which used pentachloraphenol in soaking process

J. HOW lOENTlFtEO ci(<s«n^« eempUinr*. 05HX citstionss eecs)

TDWR

Le PRINCJPAU STATE CONTACT 
1e name

Daniel Scheppers, TDWR

9833770
<e oats lOENTtFlEO

^mOs, A YTa)

November 1984
2. rSLEPHCNE number

512/475-6371
IL. PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT ('comp/efs :his section /asf)

A. apparent seriousness of PROBLEM
I it. HIGH nz. MEDIUM (J]3. LOW [^4 NONE <S UNKNOWN

Se RECOMMENDATION 
I i 1- NO ACTION NEEDED (m

I I SITE INSPECTION N^OEO
a. TENTATiVk.L’k SCHEOUUXO FOR:

be WILU BC FeRrOMMCO ST*

i I 2e IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED 
a. TSNTAT VELY SCMSOUUCO FOR. „SUPERFUWD RLE
be WtUL BE PERFORMEO BY*

JllM-24^ a 19®
~ 4, SITE INSPECTION NEEDED |7o*r pnonry;

reorganized

C-^ PREPARER INFORMATION
t. NAUC

Robert H. Davis, Jr., Engineering-Science, In
2. tsusphone number

c. 512/477-9901
1. CA rg fmo., day, i, yr.)

12/13/84
III. SITE INFORMATION

i>i 0) -^16 
•o

A. SITS STATUS
I I 1. [active fTTloee ItidumtrlMl or
mvnictpmJ Bitmm wn/e.*i at* 
for irooto trootmonf* •toro^o, or 
on M continuing brnmim, U iniro—qamntlT*)

i I 2, INACTIVE (Thamm
stt»0 witich no fortgrr r«c«frr

rXl 3. OTHER _
JThomm Mttmc thot tncludm Much mctdmntm likm ••andn$ittt dun-oing" »/i#rr 
no rmgulMt or continuing uam of tho stto lor vmmto dltpoaml horn occurT9<f«>

Business still exists but not longer 
treating wood.

a. IS GENERATOR ON SITCT 
□ ». NO fXl 2. YES (mpmctly gmormlor‘t lour—digit SIC Codm) 2491

SC

C. AREA OF SITE f/n ocrom) 

6
(. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COQROINATSS
1. UATITUOB fd.a.—ailn.-eoe.;

31° 42' 40"
i. UONGI Tuoe fd.«.—>nm.—

94° 41' 30"
E. ARE THERE BUIUOINGS ON THE SITE?

Qi.No cn2-YESfap-ciw.- Pump shelter, office, covered work area
T2070-2 00-^ Confinfil* On



Continued From F-ant 4 characterization of site activitym-Indicata th« nafor site and details relating to each activity by mancin^ *X* m the aoproqnate boxes*

A.TRANSPOflTS^
X
It 9. STCRGR C- TREATER

X-
Q. OISPCSER

|l . R AIU I Rtu rwA rtoN 1 UANO^’UL

2. SUK^ACS .MPCUNCMfisr 2, JNCtNgPATtON 2 UANO^ApM
3. 9ARCS A |3. OPUW3 |3 vouuMe ReouenoN------- b OPgN SUMP

4, TRUCK
X 4

TANK.A90VS SROUNO
RSCYCUlNC/RCCavgRy L. 5URPACS IMPOUNCMCNT

3 PtP«l-lNC A |s. Tank, SeuOw 5ROUNO |3. CH£M./P*-*YS. rPCATMgNT Is. MtCNlSH- CUMPING
__ ja. OTMCB fipaci/rj' a. OTwe« (rpecilr): la. aioi-ocrc*u TneATv4CNT la. NC^ATION

7 wAaTS oiu ‘acPROCEjaiNG jr UNOepiPouNo injcct'Cn

|a. aouvCMT necov€P» !a otmcb fApaeZ/yJ.
|a. OTMBB (tp^eitrj-

. SPECIFY OETAILS OF SITS ACTIVITIES AS NEiCEO . .Company treated wood from 1947 to lyod at this site. Equipment remaining includes 4 
subsurface and 1 above ground soaking vats, approximately 8 drums, and a cylindrical 
storage tank for penta. Chemicals mostly removed.

V. waste related information
A, WASTE TYPE

I 11 UNKNOWN 2. Lieu 10 Qs. SOLID I lA SLUDGE □ S-SAS

3. WASTE CNAHACTEHISTICS
( ll. UNKNOWN QZ- CORROSIVE Qs. IGNITABLE Q*- RADIOACTIVE Q* N'OHLY VOLATILE
JQ«.’TOXIC REACTIVE Qa. INERT Qjs FLAMMABLE

Oio. OTHEH (.pecify)- Peotach 1 orophono 1
C- WASTE CATECORIES

l...Ar* racer^a ot waataa availabia? Spaci/7 unu luch aa mamfaata. invvntonaa, ate. ^io«r.

2. Esosate the ansouatCsneci/)^ imxf 0/ measure)of waste by category; cjaric ‘X’ to tadieate which wastes are present.

a. SLUDGE b. OIL c.SOLVENTS I d. CHEMICALS .. SOLIDS f. OTHEP
AMOUNT

None
amount

Unknown
AMOUNT

None
AMOUNT

Unknown
AMOUN r
None

AMOUN r
None

UNIT OR M6A9URS UNIT OR MSA3URC UNIT OR MCA3URe UNIT OR MCAAUPe UNIT OR MeA3U«e UNIT OR MSA3URC

11) PAINT.PICM«NTS ‘UJ OIUT
I WA.STU

X'l tUHAUSOeNATCQ 
30UVENT3

X*
(f) AC109 -ItJ RUYA4M

uabcpatcry 
' PmapmacSUT,

(2) MCTAU2 SI.UOOC3
^ I (21 OTHgPf^PCi/rJ:

Residual 
PCP oil

12) NOM-H AUOGNTD 30UVSNT3 (2J PICXUINO laaiouaps (2) Ajacaros <2J hospital

J(3) OTVfSPf^pPci/r^

(4) ALUMINUMSLUOCS

IS) or>iS.B(ap9€itT):

(31 CAUeTteS
( 31 MIL L1N C/

MINg TAILINGS (3) fl AOIOACTIVS

(41 PtSTlCTOeS

(S) OY C5/IN KS

RSRPOL3 
* SMLTGw WASTgS (4) MUNICIP A L

. NON»RgPROUS 
SML-C. WASTES

i
_](sjoTHEHr»p*cj/r;* j

(«) CYANIOC
__ j(«) O THEHl'jp*'

Ctiyj-

(71 PMKNOLJ

(«i halogens

(lOlMCTALS

_l. I T 1 CTHCRC«p#Cj/r;

SPA r-inw 7:070-2 (10-79) PAGE 2 OF 4 Conrinuo On Pigo J



Conttnued ^rom Pago 2 9
V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION rcon<inued;

3. LIST SUBSTANCES CF SBEATEST CONCERN WHICH MAT BE ON THE SITE fp/iic. m d»tconding ardor al hmaard).

Pentachlorophenol

4. AOOITIONAL COMMENTS OH NARRATIVE OESCPIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE.

Heavy soil stains around tanks and treating area

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

A.TYPE OF HAZARD

a.
poten

tial
HAZARD 

(mM ‘X*;
(mark

(ma,,dar,yr.) E. REMARK^

1 . NO HA ZARO ' " ' -
— -------- - . - -- - ----- - - ---

-
, NON»WORKERINJURY/EXPOaURe

4. WORKER INJURY *
r - - ' • -

_ CONTAMINATION
OP WATER SUPPUY

* -

. CONTAMINATION 
®* OP FOOD CHAIN

' - '

, CONTAMINATION
OP GROUND WATER X Depth to water table undetermined
CONTAMINATION 

*• OP SURFACE WATER X X 8/24/82 Possible because of proximity
DAMAGE TO 

*• PUORA/PAUNA

10. PISH KILL

,, CONTAMINATION 
' OF AIR

12. NOTICEABLE ODORS X Apparent during reconaissance

tS. CONTAMINATION OP SOIL '

14. PROPERTY DAMAGE

13. FIRE OR EXPLOSION

.. SPtLLS/LSAKING CONTAINERS/ 
RUN0FF/3TAN01NG LIQUIDS X Runoff not controlled
SEWER,STORM

DRAIN PROBLEMS

18. EROSION PROBLEMS

10. INAOECrUATE SECURITY X No fence

20. INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

21. MIDNIGHT DUMPING

2 2. OTHER ftpvci/xj

EPA Foim T2070-2 (10-79) PAGE 3 OF 4 Conrinuo On Rovcrso



Continued From F^ont

%.

Vir. PERMIT INFORMATION
A. INOICATE ALL AP = L1CA3L£ PERMITS HELD BY THE SITE.

1 1 1. NPOES PERMIT □ 2. SPEC PLAN ‘ □ 3. STATE PERMITf

i~l 4. AIR PERMITS Q S. LOCAL PERMIT Q 8. RCRA TRANSPO-

1 1 7 RCRA STORER Q 3 RCRA TREATER □ * PCRA DISPOSER

O to.OTHERr«p.c.w No environmental permits h

ipmcilyY

RTER

eld -
S. IN COMPUIANCi?

' 1 1. YES □ 2. NO - 3. UNKNOWN

4. WITH RESPECT TO (Uat tv^uimtlan n-m« num6»r>

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS
1 A. NONE [ i B- YES (iuximtMnxm b^lam)

IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY ^aasf or on-uoimj)

1 1 A. NONE B. YES fcomp/Bj. Ir>mi 1,7.3. A 4 iMlom)

1.TYPC or ACTIVITY
2 DATE or 

PA3T ACTION 
(mo„ dmy, Jb yr^)

3 PEprarMEo BY*CEPA/Staf) 4. OC3CRIPTION

Complaint investigatioi 1 8/24/82 TDWR
Downstream pond contaminated with brown 
spppaae from hark chip pile.

-
X. RE.MEDIAL ACTIVITY rPRar or on-gom«)

CT~1 A. NONE n B- TES feompl.l. items 1, 3. 3, A 4 S«tow>

i.T'^PC or activity
2. OATS or 

PA3T ACTION 
(ao; dmj, db Tf)

3. PERrOPMEDBY
tZPA/Stmtm)

4.0E3CRIPTION

NOTE: Based on the infonnation in Sections III through X, £11 out the Preliminary Assessment (Section U) 
informatioa on the first page of this form.

EPA Form TI070-2 (10-79) PAGE 4 OF 4
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#

RCRA 3012 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT COMMENTS 
WOODWARD INDUSTRIES, INC.

AKA. EAST TEXAS WOOD TREATING 
NACOGDOCHES, TEXAS

V/ST

INTRODUCTION
On December 6, 1984 Robert H. Davis, Jr. of Engineering-Science, Inc. 

conducted a RCRA 3012 preliminary assessment of the former East Texas Wood 

Treating facility north of Nacogdoches, Texas. The assessment consisted of 
an interview with the owner, Mr. Bill Woodward, and an on-site surveil
lance.

SITE INFORMATION AND OBSERVATIONS

The only available file information from TDWR or EPA was an 8-24-82 

complaint investigation of possible pond contamination resulting from the 

site. The source of contamination was traced to brown seepage water from a 

bark chips pile.
The owner indicated that the facility had been involved in the 

treatment of posts by a soaking process using both oil-borne and water
borne pentachlorophenol from 1947 until 1982. He is now involved in the 

sale of posts and is no longer treating wood.
The on-site surveillance revealed the presence of four (4) subsurface 

steel cylindrical soaking vats. Two were empty and the other two were 

partially filled with apparent rainwater with oily surface scum. The 

surrounding soils were heavily soaked with oil. An empty horizontal 
aboveground soaking vat, was also noted. Immediately north of this vat 
were eight oil drums and a cylindrical tank which the owner said he had 

used for storing penta oil. He further indicated that when he closed down 

the operations, the water-borne penta had been taken by Alton Hicks of 
Hicks Post Company in Alto and the oil-based penta had been removed by W. 
W. Waste Oil of Nocogdoches.

The surrounding land uses include farming and grazing and a few rural 
homes. An intermittent creek bed runs adjacent to the former treating 

area. One pond was identified approximately 1/4 mile northeast of the 

site. Standing water in the creek bed adjacent to the site did not appear



to have a sheen on its surface. Access to the site was not controlled 

although a keep-out sign was posted in the former treating area. There 

were no runoff controls. No surface impoundments or waste pits were 

identified.

ASSESSMENT
Because the business had been in operation since 1947 using 

pentachlorophenol and because of the presence of underground vats still 
partially filled, having surface soil stains ground, a low-priority site 

inspection is recommended.






